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<ft 3^ Atlrw k-3/R, wfa, feft-110017, 

4 TOT? ■%., ftlTOIFTT 77k ‘tt’, IT. kks Tk, TOk, 'gTOf-4000t8, kt w TO^ k TO^kcTOR k TOfr TO^ TO TOT TO 9KH 

^ t, k k TTr^nfe k to TOfarork k Tkk froro t farok kros: k?T k tos 

^t ark 5 (to) ^if kt 3rkk k farR ttoj x tto sftr ^k ^k tot 3737^4 fro? to f i 

kt to k 3TmR to fafe totor tot t % k TTT^TOTTtk fto; -ark k tttto kt tpr^fk kk 

3ftT TO7|3rTO kt ktrot ^rfcT ?k k TOt k ^lfa<blW TO TOk kt TO TOk k %5 TO kktfTOT k)Hl^r°h tfk> (kktTOT) 
3Tf#m, 1995 kt TO 9TO (5) k^FTOt'k 3fakf ^TF^TOTOtk ^JrTO FH7TO TO fklfaTOTOTt^TT kTOTOk ^TOTTOkfacT 

?1 J II ! 

4. wfocT 7&T ; 

ITT «TR k ?Tlft<rl k?T kk TO. TO. "t* I 

5. TOT 3Wfk : 

^hh 7Tkt^Tk yk^tdik TO 3Tkk 1-]-2007 k 31-12-2007 TOT f[ TOfa $lfa wit farotTOlkTOt, 2004, 2005, 
2006 3k 2007 ?TTfTO t l 

6. yfror: 

kro 2-2-2008 TOt STfTOJTOT 7T. 14/32/2002-^ kt TT -$ k 7TTO TOft kfkT TO kTTO? TO faTOTO 6-10-2003 kt 
-hIhrjqTO STfTOJTOT k. 145/2003 k TTFcT TO^ftTO ‘SJeTO kt TRtaTT TO73 TOT fkfa kk k TO TlTfTOfl F7T TOTTOt TTk^TT TOR 
^ Iro; ■QTO5TTT TO ^ TOfa t fTO TO TOfaTT 7JPTO 2ftTO (TWITO) 3#m, 1995 TO ktTO^TO tlTTO (TOfSTT TO^arf TOt 
TOTOT,TOTOTOTOtk?(rTOTOT 3TTTOT 3k TOJTOt TO ^fa fakRT) fkwkt, 1995 k 3T37T1T TOTOtk 7TTO farp; TO 
^ 7TTO kT ^ ^ ^ ^JT ^T ^ fkdfarl TTO^ k 3TO?rf ^1 TOT TO Sjfa kt ^<!^Ri kt kTO^TT tl ^TT Ttk^TT ^f fanik 
22-8-2003 kt 3Tfa7JTO k. 14/32/2003 (7^T TO k affaTR kTOT) k TO* f I TnfTOlk ^5T TTTO ^T^ fa’Wf 

k 3J3-HK 3 'H^cki klTOF 3 k <7^ ^Rr^fed TTTfa^TTOf, fara^FI 'MKd k TTkj ^73 k 4c9!^d ^Tf fkTTT "f, kt kc^TOPI 

k TO k TOk ^TT tl . 

7. 7JTOT yT^cT TOTT : 

TTOkTkfakrof, tot k*TOk ^aiqikkkfaTOkt w+k, kkkfkr to#^ nk to tot k TOicrkf ak 
^fafarnkf to kcj ^kfa kt fakfkr tot k sk kr k tot tjto Tpgcr tot k faro; 3 k frofarfw kt TOk farrof k srror 
TOk k fafTT 3TTO k Rush '3TT TFT "f :— 

TOT 7TOR 

■^rfaro tt^ kropr 

TORtk to w ^TOT TOfakTTO 

ciiRm fawi 
tottu 240 , cfkk tot, 

10011 

ktf sto fecM* to kt rsiR k tot 3tto 3T3k?4 fakkcT TOT-kkT k kfar fakfkr to k 3 k kn k trto ^ 

TOkfi 

8. TTTO-kkrr : 

^ckPT k kkkr ktf tjtoi ttstt ^hc||| k %r sr^k^ mTTOk k to ^k to fh 3rfargTOTT k to^m 
kk kt Tkte k ^t#tt ( 40 ) fakk ktro^ ^k •gifaki kk faktkr wr-kTOT k ktro ktf tjto 1 to TOkkmt t stto 

TOT 7JTOTT STjk f k fafks TOfTOlk TO^sRT faTOlf k -STJRR R<W k" ^TTORT TTTSkf k 3TT«TK TO 3Tqk qf^TR ^77 
TRktl 

9 . 3Tktrokr 3 ttott tot tjto tott : 

faro? 7 k 3T37TR fed<44 toW H7I TOfTOTTt kt TO^cT kt k fakt k knkfa 7JTOTT TOT 3ktTOffa 7TR TO^TT TO7TO 

3kfapr 13k k^ kk tjtott kk TOt TOf k kkt tjtott tot tor totftt kf i k ok tot^t to^t 7fa‘k faro^T top 

TOTTO fVmI 
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10. fii^PHch w "fartoFr: 

\ IWT 6 (7) ^ "3H Ul4*iPi4> x ^\ ^T MSUt '3R t 3PT fftti«i« Wif^l ^RT 

3 Rg?r ^ apfuRfa atm t# |rq f t ^ fed4£ wf ^ ^ ^sft t 3 t®^t <j P^cf arafa ■£ 

3 ^kh 3 ^*r ^Rrat $ 3 t«m w^r 3 3Tcqte ^mi t ?ft infeRt ar^ -qra ^ tr are} ■#* 

mR» ii h ^ «ft wti t sk ^ ^ ^«fif^T ^r f i 

3TR 'ikleR, ^fa^rft 

MINISTRY of commerce and industry 

(Departmentof Commerce) 

(DIRECTORATE GENERAL OF ANTI-DUMPING AND ALLIED DUTIES) 

INITIATION NOTIFICATION 
New Delhi, the 7th March, 2008 
(Sunset Review) 

Sub: Sunset Review of Anti-dumping Duty imposed against Vitamin ‘E’ originating in or exported from China PR. 

No.15/1 0/2008-DG AD. — Whereas the Designated Authority, having regard to the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 as 
amended in 1995 and the Customs Tariff (Identification, Assessment and Collection of Anti-Dumping Duty on Dumped 
Articles and for Determination of Injury) Rules, 1995, recommended imposition of provisional duty vide Notificationi No. 14/ 
32/2002-DGAD dated 2-12-2002 and such provisional duty was imposed by the Govt, of India vide Customs Notification 
No. 41/2003 dated 17-03-2003. The Authority issued its Final Findings recommending imposition of definitive Anti-Dumping 
Duty on Imports of Vitamin ‘E’ (hereinafter referred to as subject goods) originating in or exported from China PR (hereinafter 
referred as subject country), vide Notification No. 14/32/2002-DGAD dated 22-08-2003 and Such definitive duty was 
imposed by the Govt, of India v/We Customs Notification No. 145/2003 dated 6-10-2003. 

2. Product under consideration: 

The product under consideration in the original investigation as well as Sunset Review is Vitamin ‘E’. Vitamin ‘E\ 
is an organic chemical and has been classified under Chapter 29 of the Customs Tariff Act. All forms of Vitamin ‘E’ are within 
the scope of the product. This being a sunset review of the product against which duty is already in force the product under 
consideration remains the same as has been defined in the original investigation, as there has been no significant development 
or change in the product during the period thereafter. 

3. Request for Review and Initiation: 

And Whereas in terms of the Customs Tariff (Amendment) Act, 1995 the Anti Dumping Duty imposed shall unless 
revoked earlier, cease to have effect on expiry of five years from the date of such imposition. 

And Whereas the Rules supra require the Authority to review from time to time, the need for continued imposition 
of Anti-Dumping Duty and if it is satisfied, on the basis of information received by it that there is no justification for 
continued imposition of such duty, the authority may recommend to the Central Government for its withdrawal. 
Notwithstanding the above provision the authority is required to review, on the basis of a duly substantiated request made 
by or on behalf of the domestic industry, within a reasonable period of time prior to the date of the expiry of the measure, 
whether the expiry of duty is likely to lead to continuation or recurrence of dumping and injury. 

In terms of the above provisions, M/s. TPM Consultants, K-3/A, Saket, New Delhi-110017 representing the Indian 
Producer M/s Merck Ltd., Shiv Sagar Estate ‘A\ Dr. Annie Besant Road, Worli, Mumbai400018 commanding a major 
proportion of the domestic production of the subject goods, has approached the authority with a duly substantiated 
petition requesting for continuation and enhancement of the Anti-Dumping Duty imposed on subject goods from subject 
country for a further period of 5 (five) years. 

On the basis of the examination of the petition, the Designated Authority considers that the Sunset Review 
proceedings for the Anti-Dumping Duty in force would be appropriate at this stage under the provision of Section 9A(5) of 
the Customs Tariff (Amendment) Act, 1995 as amended to investigate the claim of the petitioner about reoccurrence of 
dumping and consequential injury to the domestic industry in case of cessation of Anti-dumping Duty already in place. 

4. Country involved: 

The country involved in this investigation is China PR. 

5. Period of Investigation: 

The period of investigation for the purpose of the present review is from01-01-2007 to 31-12-2007. However, injury 
analysis shall cover the years 2004,2005,2006 and 2007. 
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6. Procedure: 

Having decided to review the final findings issued vide Notification No. 14/32/2002-DGAD dated 22-08-2003 and 
final duty imposed vide Customs Notification No. 145/2003 dated 6-10-2003, the Authority hereby initiates investigations to 
review whether cessation of Anti-Dumping Duty is likely to lead to recurrence of Dumping and injury on imports of subject 
goods originating in or exported from subject country in accordance with the Customs Tariff (Amendment) Act, 1995 and 
the Customs Tariff (Identification, Assessment and Collection of Anti-Dumping Duty on Dumped Articles and for 
Determination of Injury) Rules, 1995. The review covers all aspects of Notification No. 14/32/2002-DGAD dated 
22-8-03 (Final Findings of the original investigations). The Authority proposes to consider petitioner as mentioned in 
paragraph 3 above as domestic industry in accordance with the Rules supra as it constitutes the major proportion of the 
production of the subject goods in India. 

7. Submission of Information: 

The exporters in subject country, the Governments of subject country through its Embassy in India, the importers 
and users in India known to be concerned with the product and the domestic industry, are being addressed separately to 
submit relevant information in the form and manner prescribed and to make their views known to the Authority at the 
following address: 

Government of India 

Ministry of Commerce and Industry 

The Directorate General of Anti-Dumping and Allied Duties 

Department of Comm erce 

Room No. 240, Udyog Bhavan, 

New Delhi-110107. 

Any other interested party' may also make its submissions relevant to the investigation in the prescribed form and 
manner within the time limit set out below. 

8. Time Limit: 

Any information relating to the present review and any request for hearing should be sent in writing so as to reach 
the Authority at the address mentioned above not later than forty days (40 Days) from the date of publication of this 
Notification. If no information is received within the prescribed time l imit or the information received is incomplete, the 
Designated Authority' may record its findings on the basis of the facts available on record in accordance with the Rules 
supra. 

9. Submission of Information on Non-con fidential Basis: 

In terms of Rule 7 the interested parties are required to submit non-confidential summary of any confidential 
information provided to the Authority and if in the opinion of the party providing such information, such information is not 
susceptible to summary', a statement of reason thereof is required to be provided. 

10. Inspection of Public File : 

Any interested party' may inspect the public file containing non-confidential version of the evidence submitted by 
other interested parties in terms of Rule 6 (7). In case where an interested party' refuses access to, or otherwise does not 
provide necessary information within a reasonable period, or significantly impedes the investigation, the Authority may 
record its findings on the basis of the facts available to it and make such recommendations to the Central Government as 
deemed fit. 

R. GO PA LAN, Designated Authority 
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